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1. Restriction to one of the following inventions is 
required under 35 U.S. C. § 121: 

I. Claims 1-3, drawn to a formed .lining for a 
vehicle, classified in Class 428, subclass 317.1. 

II. Claims 4-6, drawn to a method for manufacturing a 
formed lining for a vehicle, classified in Class 156, subclass 
60+. 

2. The inventions are distinct, each from the other 
because of the following reasons: 

3. " Inventions Group II and I are related as process of 
making and product made. The inventions are distinct if either 
or both of the following can be shown: (1) that the process as 
claimed can be used to make other and materially different 
product or (2) that the product as claimed can be made by another 
and materially different process (MPEP § 806.05(f)) . In the 
instant case the product as claimed can be made by a materially 
different process such as by using a separate heat source to melt 
the web- like hot melt adhesive of the top cover member. 

4. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons 
given above and have acquired a separate status in the art as 
shown by their different classifications, restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

5. During a telephone conversation with Brian Diekhoff on 
August 22, 2001 a provisional election was made with traverse to 
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prosecute the invention of Group I, claims 1-3. Affirmation of 
this election must be made by applicant in replying to this 
Office action. Claims 4-6 are withdrawn from further 
consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to 
a non-elected invention. 

6. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of 
claims to a non-elected invention, the inventorship must be 
amended in compliance with 3 7 CFR 1.48(b) if one or more of the 
currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least 
one claim remaining in the application. Any amendment of 
inventorship must be accompanied by a petition under 3 7 

CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.17(i). 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate 
paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

8. (b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

A Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(0) as 

being anticipated by applicant's admission regarding the prior 

art on page 1 of the specification in the last four lines of the 

first paragraph related to the "Description of Related Art". 

More particularly, applicant admits that it is known in the art 
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to bond a top cover member 30 to a multilayer base member 20 by 
use of a hot melt adhesive film 5 to form a formed lining for a 
vehicle. Applicant does not appear to appreciate that his 
claimed invention reads upon a final product, as opposed to an 
intermediate product in which the top cover member and top and 
base member each exist, each having a different type of hot melt 
adhesive layer coated on one of their outer surfaces. When the 
base member is bonded to the top cover member, however, the two 
hot melt adhesive layers are presumably activated by heating and 
contact each other to bond the two elements together. When this 
occurs and after the resultant product is cooled, the two hot 
melt adhesive layers have merged to form a single fused hot melt 
adhesive layer that is for all practical purposes identical to 
that utilized by the prior art. With respect to the dependent 
claims, applicant admits that it is well known to use a cushion 
layer to comprise the top cover member and as regards the air 
permeability of the web-like hot melt adhesive layer of claim 3, 
this property for reasons stated above no longer exists when the 
two elements have been fused into the claimed laminated 
structure . 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
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in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

11. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over applicant's admissions on page 1 of the 
specification, discussed above. As indicated above, the Examiner 
believes that the admission anticipates the claimed invention. 
However, if for any reason such as minor differences in the 
resulting structures may come into existence, the Examiner 
believes that what differences that may exist are each believed 
to be, if not expressly or inherently disclosed, obvious 
modifications to one of ordinary skill in the art, in the absence 
of unexpected results. 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Note also 
Kozlowski, Witzke et al . , Tsubone, Ozeki et al . and Slaven. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Daniel 
Zirker whose telephone number is (703) 308-0031. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 
P.M. The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be 
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reached on (703) 308-2414. The fax phone number for this Group 
is (703) 872-9310. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the 
status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 
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